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IN THE OMTED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR TTTE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 



) 
CATHERINE GAUJACQ } 

) 

PlaintiS; ) 

) 
V. ) No. 1:05CV0969(JGP) 

) 

ELECTRICITE DE FRANCE ) 

mTERNATIONAL NORTH AMERICA, ) 
INC., et al. ) 

1 

Defendants. ) 

) 



FIimrPPE GAUJACO'S OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSES TO DEFENDANTS' 
REQUEST FOR THE PRODUCTION OF DOCUtMENTS TO PHILIPPE GAUJACQ 

Philippe Gaujacq ("Mr. Gaujacq"), by counsel, pursuant to the Rule 34 of the Federal 
Rules of Civil Procedui-e, hereby objects to the Request for Production of Documents by 
Defendants Electricite de France, S.A. ("EDF"), Elecfricite de France International North America 
C'EDFINA"), and Christian Nadal ("Mr. Nadal") as foUovvs. 

GEN1ERAL OBJECTIONS 

The following objections apply to the Requests as a whole, and to each of the separate 
Requests. 

The provision or idendfication of any document or information in connection mth diis 
response does not constitute an admission that such document or information is relevant to any 
issue in this case or is admissible at trial of this action. 

1 . ivlr. Gaujacq objects to the Requests to the extent they would require Mr. Gaujacq 

to provide or reveal the contents of any document or information privileged fi-cm disclosure 
pursuant to the attorney-chent privilege, the qualified immunity provided to litigation work 
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product, or any other applicable privilege, ^i^. Gaujacq will not provide such information. 
Notwithstanding tiie above, for those responses Mr. Gaujacq will be providing docmnents, Mr, 
Gaujacq will not be producing those which are privileged or protected, or are far afield of 
relevant issues in the case. 

2. Mx. Gaujacq objects to the Requests to the extent they seek to impose a duty 

to supplement in addition to that required by the Rules. Mr. Gaujacq will supplement his 
responses to the extent required by law. 

REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION Of DOCUMENTS 

1. All documents and communications reflecting any and all of your efforts to 
seek employment or work of any kind in the United States from August 2000 to the present. 

OBJECTION : lAx. Gaujacq objects on the grounds diat tliis Interrogator^^ is overly 
broad and that the information sought is neither relevant to any issue in this litigation, nor 
reasonably calculated to lead to tlie discovery of admissible evidence. 

RESPONSE : Without waiving objections, please see documents Bates stamp nos. P. 
Gaujacq 0001 -22. 

2. AJl documents reflecting any compensation you have earned or received, 
monetary or otherwise, including compensation in kind, for any work or services you 
performed from the period of August 2000 to the present. 

OBJECTION : Mr. Gaujacq objects on the grounds that this hiterxogatoiy is overly 
broad and that the information sought is neither relevant to any issue m ihis litigation, nor 
reasonably calculated to lead to the discoveiy of admissible evidence. 

RESPONSE : None. 

3. All tax returns from August 2000 to the present that report income received 

by you. 
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OBJECTION : Mr. Gaujacq objects on Ihe grounds that this InteiTogatory is overiy 
broad and that the infomation sought is neither relevant to any issue m this litigation, nor 
reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. 

RESPONSE : The tax returns were provided in discovery by my -wife. 

4. Your bank account records from April 2000 to the present. 

OB.TECTIQN : Mr. Gaujacq objects on the grounds that this hiterrogatory is overly 
broad and that the information sought is neither relevant to any issue m this litigation, nor 
reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence, 

RESPONSE: Mr. Gaujacq stands on his objections. 



June 2, 2006 



Philippe Gaujacq 
By Counsel 





Elaine Charlson Bredel 
D.C.Bar No. 441425 
Katixleen Z. QniU 
D.C.Bar No. 489079 
CHAKLSON BREDEHO^ 
1 1260 Roger Bacon Drive 
Suite 201 

Reston, Virginia 20190 
(703)318-6800 



COI-EN,P.C. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certiiv that I served lie foxegoing PHILIPPE GAUJACQ'S OBJECTIONS AKD 
RESPONSES TO DEFENDANTS' REQUEST FOR THE PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS TO 
PHI[.IPPE GAUJACQ by hand dellveiy and email this 2"^^ day of lune 2006 on counsel for 
Defendaats addisssed as follows: 

Laura B. Hoguet, Esq. 

Dorothea W. Regal, Esq. 

Randi B. May, Esq. 

PIOGUET NEWMAN & REGAL, LLP 

1 East 4G^^ Street 

New York, New York 10016 

(212) 689-8808 

Iho guet(fl),bnrlaw.cQm 

SR^g3l@k3llawxom 

RMay @lmrlaw.com. 

Counsel for Defendants 
Electricite de France, S.A. and 
EiecEricite de France International North America 



David A. Clark, Esq. 
Morgan Day Hodgson, Esq. 
STEPTOE & JOHNSON LLP 
1330 Connecticut Avenue, NW 
Washington, DC 20036 
(202)429-3000 
dciaik( g).steptoe.com 
mhodgsonfgsteptoe.coni 



Counsel for Defendant 
Christian Nadal 




Elaine Charlson Biedehoft 
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EXHIBIT E 
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From: Etaine Bredehoft [mailto:ebrecfehoft@charlsonbredehoft.com} 

Sent: Thursday, June 08, 2006 2:10 PM 

To: DRegai@hnriaw.com 

Cc: Clark, David; lhoguet@ hnrlaw.com; Hodgson, Morgan; RMay@hnrlay^.com; Christian Vv'ickwire; Jessica 

Bogo 

Subject: Miscellaneous Issues 

Counsel: This follows our discussion earlier this week and the subsequent email respecting experts: 

1 . Jessica Bogo, my paralegal sent you the documents Neil Demchick has reviewed and listed in his 
report. This is with the understanding and agreem.ent that you will provide the same with respect to your 
experts, 

2. Jessica also emailed you the stock option information from Ms. Gaujacq- I am attaching the 401 K 
statement, Entergy said there is a document that reflects benefits, etc. that may not have been sent to 
Ms. Gaujacq, but they are in the process of obtaining it for me, and once i receive it. I will send it to you. 

3. I have confirmed with Entergy that Ms. Gaujacq did not have a physical at ENTERGY, was not paid for 
the every other week transportation while still in Virginia, and that the 160 hours was not given to her until 
the following year. 

4. I have obtained medical releases from Ms, Gaujacq for Reston Hospital and Physicians for OBGYN 
Care and sent them to these places. As soon as I receive responses, i will review the records and contact 
Ms. Hodgson to discuss- 

5. On the ownership of a home in France, i discussed this with Neil Demchick and he said he would need 
more specific reasons provided by you to fathom the relevance, i gave him your explanation, and he said 
that did not make sense in the context of calculating the damages in this case. Perhaps Mr, Walker would 
!ike to weigh m on the explanation of why this information is relevant i wiil consider any explanation that 
may make sense, if not to me, to a financial expert, but currently, neither i nor our expert can see any 
piausibie reason for your request. 

6. On ensuring the documents have been produced that are responsive and in Ms. Gaujacq's possession, 
I have assured myself that she has made a thorough and exhaustive search of her home, including all 
boxes and containers, and that there is notiiing further that is responsive. I continue to be highly skeptical 
that EDF/EDFINA does not possess the personnel files of the employees, Nustart documents and many 
other responsive dccum.ents that Ms. Gaujacq recalls being at EDFINA, both in paper files and electronic 
files. I reviewed the documents produced more recently and do not agree that Ms, Gaujacq appears to 
have provided oniy documents "favorable" to her claims, i believe many of them are completely irrelevant 
and som^e wei't beyond what is sought in discovery, which shows that Ms. Gaujacq has conscientiously 
produced the documents In her possession, even documents she was not earlier av/are she had copies 
of Aii the parties have a duty to supplement upon the discover/ of additional documents and Ms. Gaujacq 
has done that Absent evidence to the contrary, i believe you have no basis for asserting otherwise, 
particuiany given the conduct of the defendants in this discovery process. 



6/12/-:0u6 
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7, On {he scheduJing of the expert depositions: Mr. Demchick and i are available for deposition on Juiy 
7, but not July 6, Will that work? Dr. Gold is out of town, returning Monday and I will confirm her 
availability for the deposition on Juiy 11. ! am available on Juiy 1 1 in the event Dr. Gold is. For Mr. 
Walker, I cannot depose him on July 1 8, but can depose him on Juiy 1 9 or 20. Will either of these work? 
On Dr. Kieinman, ! am available to depose her on July 26. i am agreeable to having our experts deposed 
in your offices and yours in mine. I suggest a starting time of 10:00 a.m. for al! expert depositions, i do 
NOT agree that we each pay for our own experts for the deposition time. While we can be responsible for 
the travel and preparation, the actual time spent deposing is the responsibility of the party taking the 
deposition. If v/e need to get this resolved with the Court in advance, I am amenable to scheduling an 
expedited bnefing schedule and ruling in advance of these depositions. 

I believe this email addresses ail outstanding current issues. Please let me know on the scheduling issues 
of the experts. Elaine 



Elaine Charlson Bredehoft 

Charlson Bredehoft &. Cohen, P.C. 

11260 Roger Bacon Drive 

Suite 201 

Reston, VA 20190 

(703)318-6800 

(703) 318-6808 (fax) 

www, charlsonbredehoft.com 



6/12/2006 
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JIAG JDG BROWN 



[2002 



06-60S21.O1 



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA 

CASH NO, 0^6082 1-CIV-COOKE 
Magistrate Judge Brown 



CATHERINE GAUJACQ, 

Plsintiff: 



vs 



ELECTRiaTE DE FRANCE 
INTERNATIONAL NORTH 
A^IERICA, INC, et al,„ 



Defendant. 



/ 



FREITMNARY ORBFR TiV.- Ifi' MERGENCY 
MOTlQriTO,QTJASH DEFENDANTS' nnCTnvfFiVT g^ t^^^r^FNl 

Tiiis mate IS before tiiis Coiut or, Plaintiffi' Emeigency Motion to Quash Defendants' 
Docnnient Subpoem to Bank of America, iiled tas IZ 20D6 The Comt has oonsidersd the 
motion and all peitment materials in the file, 

Tke Comt Uing otherwise fully advised in the piemises it is h^eby ORDERED AND 
ADJUDGED as follows: 

i The motion to quash is GRANTED, witiiout piejudice, and pending fonher order of 
the CouTt 

2. DofrndrntB sM! respond to this motion - addiessing first the question of the 
discovery deadline bavmg passed. This Comt has no iunsdiction to extend said deadline and 
even if it did, would not imeifere with deadlines set by the Distiict Judge presidi.^ over the case 

3 , If - ana only li - the deadHne is v^qx applicable, defendants shall also addiess the othei 
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arguments of plainliSs,, 

4 . Plamtiffs may file a reply as permitted. 

5. A final ordei will follow > 
DONE Ai^D ORDERED in Chambeis at Miami, Horida, tjWz day of Time, 2006 



Copies provided to: 

Hoiioial:)le Maicia G Cooke 

Elaine Charlson Bredehoft3 Esq. 

Laura B. Hoguet, Esq.. 

DavJdA.aaTfc^Esq 

Bank of America, Legal Order Processing Dept 




■D BROWN 

lATES MAGISI-RAI'E Jl.IDGB 
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 



CATHERINE GAUJACQ, 

Plaintiff, 

V. 

ELECTRICITE DE FR/VNCE 
INTERNATIONAL NORTH AMERICA, INC. 

ELECTRICITE DE FRANCE, S.A., 

and 

CHRISTIAN NADAL, 

Defendants. 



Civil Action No. 1 :05CV0969 



PROTECTIVE ORDER 

Upon motion for a Protective Order pursuant to Rule 26(c) of the Federal Rules of 
Civil Procedure with respect to information provided in discovery- in this matter, it is hereby 
ORDERED: 

L This Protective Order shall govern the handling of any information, or 

translations of information, produced or disclosed by any party or non-party (the '^Producing 
Party^') in this action to any other party (the "Receiving Parly") in this action, including, without 
limitation, any document (whether in hard copy or computer readable form), thing, deposition 
testimony, deposition exhibit, interrogatory responses, responses to requests for admission, or 
other information provided in discovery in this action, including in initial disclosures (all such 
information shall hereinafter be referred to as ^'Discovery Material"). Information produced in 
discovery shall only be used for the puiposes of preparing for and conducting this action 
(including any appeals or retrials). 
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2. Ail Discover^' Material designated in the eourse of this litigation as 
"Confidential" or "Highly Confidential ," as these terms are defined in Paragraph 3, shall be used 
only for the purpose of preparation and trial of this litigation, and any appeal therefrom, and shall 
not be used, directly or indirectly, for any other purpose whatsoever, and shall not be disclosed to 
any person, corporation, partnership, joint venture, association, joint-stock company, limited 
liability company, tnist, unincorporated organization, governmental body or other entity 
(collectively "person") except in accordance witJi the terms hereof 

Definitions 

3. "Confidential shall refer to Discovery Material that contains confidential 
or proprietary research, development, technical, financial, commercial, business, personal or 
personnel information. "Highly Confidential" shall only refer to Discovery Material that 
contains: (1) highly proprietary or competitively sensitive business information such as trade 
secrets or other confidential or proprietary research, development, technical, financial, 
commercial or business information; or (2) highly private, personal information unrelated to the 
employment of a party or to a matter that the Producing Parly has put in issue. It is the intention 
of the parties that the designation of "Highly Confidential" shall be used only where the 
Producing Party believes in good faith that such infonnation should not be shown to an opposing 
party. Such information shall only be disclosed to Qualified Persons designated according to 
Paragraph 4 below. "Confidentiar' or "Highly Confidential" shall not include any Discover^' 
Material that the Receiving Party demonstrates: 

a. is in the public domain at the time of disclosure, including 

materials that on Iheir face show that they have been submitted to any government entity without 
a request for confidential treatment: 
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b. becomes part of the public domain through no fauU of the 
Receiving Party, as evidenced by a written document; or 

c. the Receiving Party lawfully receives at a later date from a third 
party without restriction as to disclosure, provided such third party has the right to make the 
disclosure to tlie Receiving Part>-'. 

4, With respect to Discovery Material designated as "Confidential'' 

"Qualified Persons" means: 

a. Counsel to the parties, including but not limited to Steptoe & 
Johnson, LLP, Hoguet Newman & Regal, LLP, Gide Loyrette Nouel LLP, and Charlson 
Bredehoft & Cohen, P.C, and employees of such counsel; 

b. Court personnel, including stenographic, video reporters and^'or 
translators engaged in such proceedings as are necessarily incident to the preparation or trial of 
this action, as well as personnel of any other court where disclosure is necessary in connection 
with a motion or other matter relating to this case; 

c. Current and former officers and employees of the corporate 
defendants; 

d. Plaintiff Gaujaeq and Defendant Nadal; 

e. Any independent expert or consultant engaged by any attorney 
described in Paragraph 4(a) solely to assist in this litigation, including his or her administrative 
and clerical personnel, provided that each such consultant/expert signs a statement in ihe form 
attached hereto as Exhibit A; 
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f. Any person who authored and/or was an identified original 
recipient of the particular material sought to be disclosed to that person or was a recipient of a 
copy thereof prior to the entry of the Protective Order; 

g. Service contractors, including but not limited to document copy 
services and graphics consultants, who have signed a statement in the form attached as Exhibit A 
hereto; and, 

h. Any other person agreed to by the parties in writing who has 

signed a statement in the form attached as Exhibit A hereto. 

With respect to Discovery Materials designated -'Highly Confidential," "Qualified 
Persons" shall mean those persons under Paragraph 4(a), (b), (f), (g) and (h). Additionally, an 
independent expert or consultant shall be deemed to be a Qualified Person with respect to Highly 
Confidential information if 

(1) he or she signs a statement in the form attached hereto as 

Exhibit A; 

(2) he or she provides to outside counsel of the Producing 
Party his or her (i) name, (ii) address, (iii) resume or curriculum vitae, and (iv) information on 
prior and current employment, affdiations, and consultancies (including any cases in which he or 
she has testified at trial or by deposition within the preceding four years); 

(3) tliere is no objection by a Producing Party in writing, 
served on all parties by facsimile, overnight mail or in person within ten (10) business days of 
the foregoing disclosures, which writing shall specify the reasons for the objection. In the case 
of an objection, the parties must confer as soon as reasonably possible to resolve the obiection. 
If the parties are unable to resolve the objection, the Receiving Party may seek relief from the 
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Court with reasonable notice to the Producing Party. No such outside expert or consuUant as to 
whom timely objection is made shall receive Highly Confidential information unless and until all 
such objections are resolved, in the event the time for complying with this section extends 
beyond the deadlines for reviewing and disclosing opinions, the parties shall enter into a Consent 
Order to extend such time commensurate with the date during which the issue was disclosed 
through the date the matter was resolved. In the event the parties cannot agree, the parties shall 
seek assistance from the Court. 

The restrictions in this Protective Order concerning the use and distribution of materials 
designated as ^^Confidential" and ^^Highly Confidential" by any defendant shall not apply to the 
use and distribution of such defendant-designated materials between or among defendants. 

Designation as "Confidential" or '^Highly Coiifidentiar' 

5. The designation as "Confidential" or "Highly Confidential" for purposes 

of this Protective Order shall be made in the following manner by the Producing Party: 

a. Jn the case of Discovery Material, by affixing, legibly, the legend 
"Confidential" or "Highly Confidential" to each page containing confidential infonnation. 

b. In the case of depositions or other pretrial or trial testimony 
("Transcripts"), (i) by indicating on the record at the deposition or hearing that the testimony is 
"Confidential" or "Highly Confidential" and is subject to the provision of this Order; or (ii) by 
notifying all parties in writing within thirty (30) days of receipt of the Transcript, of the specific 
pages and lines of the Transcript that should be treated as "Confidential" or "Highly 
Confidential" thereafter. Each party shall thereafter place a notice on the face of the Transcript, 
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and each copy thereof in its possession, custody or control, identifying portions of the Transcript 
as "Confidential" or "Highly Confidential," as the case may be. 

c. Materials designated as "Confidential" or "Highly Confidential" 

may hereinafter be referred to as Confidential Material. 

6, To the extent that Confidential Material or information obtained therefrom 
is used in the taking of depositions, such documents or information shall remain subject to the 
provisions of this Order, along with the Transcript pages dealing with the Confidential Material. 
The provisions of this Order regarding special handling requirements for Confidential Material 
shall not apply to documents used or exchanged in the pretrial conference, and, subject to such 
further provisions as may be made by the Court at the pretrial conference, such special handling 
requirements shall not apply at the trial of this action. 

7. The recipient of any Confidential Material thai is provided under this 
Order shall maintain such materials in a secure and safe area to which access is limited, or 
otherwise use available methods to restrict access, to Qualified Persons only, and shall exercise 
the same standard of due and proper care with respect to the storage, custody, use and/or 
dissemination of such information as is exercised by the recipient with respect to its own 
proprietary information. Confidential Material shall not be copied, reproduced, summarized, 
abstracted or translated, except to the extent that such copying, reproduction, summarization, 
abstraction or translation is reasonably necessaiy for the conduct of this litigation. All such 
copies, reproductions, summaries, abstractions and translations shall be subject to the terms of 
the Order, and labeled in the same manner as the designated materia! on which they are based. 
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Challenges to Designations 

S. At any time after the receipt of any Discovery Materials or Transcripts 

designated •'ConfidentiaF' or "Highly Confidential,"' counsel for a Receiving Party may 
challenge the designation by providing written notice of such challenge to counsel for the 
Producing Party. Said notice shall clearly identify the Discovery Material, Transcript, or 
portions thereof, that the challenging party claims should not be afforded confidential treatment, 
or afforded a lesser degree of confidential designation, and the reasons supporting the 
challenging party's claim. After such notice is made, the parties shall confer and in good faith 
attempt to resolve their differences. If the parties are unable to agree as to whether the 
confidential designation is appropriate, counsel for the Receiving Party must move the Court for 
appropriate relief with reasonable notice to opposing counsel. All Discovery Materials and 
Transcripts that a party designates as "Confidential" or ^"Highly Confidentiaf shall be accorded 
such status pursuant to the terms of this Protective Order until and unless the parties formally 
agree in writing to the contrary- or a deteniiinalion is made by the Court as to confidential status. 

Filing Under Seal 

9. All documents of any nature, including briefs, containing or describing 

Confidential Material, which are filed with the Court, shall be filed in a sealed envelope or box, 
bearing the conspicuous notation '^DOCUMENTS UNDER SEAL - SUBJECT TO 
PROTECTIVE ORDER," consistent with the requirements of Local Rule LCvR SA{j). 
Additionally, there shall be, attached to the envelope or box containing the Confidential Material 
filed under seal, a cover sheet including the caption of the case, the case number, and a reference 
to the date of this Protective Order. Filings of sealed materials must be made at the Clerk's 
Office during regular business hours. Any documents filed under seal as provided in this 
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paragraph shall be disclosed by the clerk only to counsel of record without further order of the 
Court. This does not hmit other access to such documents as otherwise provided in this Order. 

Inadvertent Production and Disclosure 

10. A Producing Party that inadvertently produces Discover>' Material without 
designation as "ConfidentiaF' or "Highly Confidential may retroactively designate the 
Discovery Material as "Confidential" or "Highly Confidential" by notifying the Receiving Party. 
Notification shall be in writing to the Receiving Party, identifying the Discovery Material by 
Bates-number(s) and date of production and by sending replacement documents with the 
appropriate designation to a Receiving Party. Notification shall be provided reasonably promptly 
after the Producing Party first realizes that the Discovery Material was produced without (or with 
incoiTect) designation. The Discovery Material designated through the notification procedure set 
forth immediately above shall be deemed "Confidential" or "Highly Confidentiaf" retroactively 
from the date of production. If, in the interim between production and notification, the subject 
materials have been provided to persons other than Qualified Persons, the Receiving Party shall 
reasonably promptly notify the Producing Party as to which materials have been disclosed, and 
comply with the provisions for inadvertent disclosure as set forth in Paragraph 13, below. In the 
event the subject materials have been filed with die Court in between the time of the initial 
disclosure and the subsequent notification, it shall be incumbent upon the party seeking the 
Confidential Disclosure protection to take such action as may be necessary to secure the 
documents after such filing, and the filing party shall cooperate in rectifying the situation. 

11. A party's inadvertent production of Discovei-y Material in this action for 
another party's inspection or copying shall not in itself be deemed to waive any claim of 
attorney-client communication privilege or attorney work-product protection that might exist 
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with respect to such Discovery Material or other documents or communications, written or oral, 
including, without limitation, other communications referred to in the Discovery Materials 
produced. Furthermore, a part>/'s production shall not be deemed a waiver of any party's right to 
object for any reason to the admission of any document or thing into evidence, nor shall the 
production be deemed an admission of its admissibility. Nothing in this paragraph shall 
prejudice the right of any party to seek discovery of communications, documents and things as to 
which a claim of attorney-client communication privilege or attorney work-product has been 
made. 

12. In the event of inadvertent disclosure of Confidential Materials to a person 
that is not a Qualified Person, the party that inadvertently discloses such information, or that is in 
a position to prevent, address or otherwise remedy the inadvertent disclosure, shall promptly take 
all practical steps to retrieve the Confidential Material and prevent its further disclosure. The 
party that inadvertently disclosed such information shall also promptly notify the party that 
designated the Confidential Materials of the inadvertent disclosure and the steps being taken to 
rectify the disclosure. 

Return of Confidential Material After Termination 

13. After termination of this litigation, including any appeals, the provisions 
of this Order shall continue to he binding, except with respect to those documents and 
information that become a matter of public record. This Court retains and shall have jurisdiction 
over the Parties and recipients of the Confidential Material for enforcement of the provisions of 
this Order following termination of this litit^ation. 

14. Within ninety (90) days after the later of (i) entry of final judgment in or 
settlement of this proceeding and (ii) the time for any and all appeals has expired, the Plaintiff 
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and her counsel shall return to Defendants or their counsel all Confidential Material provided by 
Defendants and all copies thereof, at the expense of Defendants, and the Defendants and their 
counsel shall return to Plaintiff or her counsel all Confidential Material provided by Plaintiff and 
all copies thereof at the expense of Plaintiff Alternatively, the parties and tlieir respective 
counsel may agree in writing on appropriate alternative methods for the destruction of such 
documents. Counsel for each party may retain one archival copy of all discovery responses; 
deposition exhibits; exhibits used in proceedings before the Court; documents included in 
submissions to the Court; and Confidential Material to the extent it is included in such papers or 
reflected in that counsel of record's work product. 

General Advice And Disclosure By Counsel 

15. This Protective Order shall not bar any attorney for the parties from 
rendering advice to his or her client with respect to this action. 

Duty to CompK With Protective Order 

16. Any party designating any person as a Qualified Person shall have the 
duty to reasonably ensure that such person observes the terms of this Protective Order. 

17. The parties agree to work among themselves to resolve any problems with 
the operation or implementation of this Protective Order and to negotiate in good faith any 
amendment or modification proposed by any party and may, by stipulation, provide for 
exceptions to this Order. Should good faith efforts fail to resolve a perceived problem in the 
estimation of any party, such party may seek an order of this Court modifying this Protective 
Order. 

18. Should any of the parties to this litigation have to resort to legal action in 
order to rectify alleged disclosures of Confidential Material to other than Qualified individuals as 
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set fortli in this Order after notice and good failh cooperation in attempting to correct any 
inadvertent disclosures, then the prevailing part>' in such action shall be entitled to an award of 
all reasonable costs incurred, including attorneys' fees. 

Dated this __ day of December, 2005 



HON. JOHN GARRETT PENN 

United States District Judge 



AGREED TO AS TO FORM AND CONTENT: 



Counsel for Plaintiff 
Catherine L. Gaujacq 

CHARLSON BREDEHOFT & 
COHEN, P.C 



Counsel for Defendant Christian Nadal 



STEPTOE & JOHNSON LLP 



Id 



Elaine Charison Bredehoft 

D.C.Bar No. 441425 

Kathleen Z. Quill 

D.C.Bar No. 489079 

1 1260 Roger Bacon Drive, Suite 201 

Reston, Virginia 20190 

(703)318-6800 



/s/ 



Ronald S. Cooper 

D.C-BarNo. 149799 

David A. Clark 

D.C.Bar No. 473279 

1330 Connecticut Avenue, NW 

Washington, DC 20036 

(202) 429-3000 



Counsel for Defendants Electricite 

de France S.A. and Electricite 

de France International North America, Inc. 

HOGUET NEWMAN & REGAL, LLP 



Laura B. Hoguet 

D.C.Bar No. 200915 

10 East 40th Street 

New York, New York 1 00 1 6 

(212)689-8808 
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EXHIBIT A 

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 



CATHERINE GAUJACQ, 

Plaintiff, 

V. 

ELECTRICITE DE FRANCE 
fNTERNATIONAL NORTH AMERICA, INC., 

ELECTRICITE DE FRANCE, S.A., 

and 

CHRISTIAN NADAL, 
Defendants. 



Civil Action No. 1 :05CV0969 



I hereby certify that I have read the Protective Order entered in the United States 
District Court for the District of Columbia on December __. 2005, in the above action. I 
understand the terms thereof and agree, under threat of penalty of contempt, to be bound by such 
terms, and consent to the jurisdiction of the UnitQd States District Court for the District of 
Columbia for ail purposes relating to the enforcement of the Order. 

As soon as practical, but no later than sixty (60) days after final adjudication of 
this case, I shall return to counsel of record who provided me with such material all materials 
designated as "Confidential" or ^"Highly Confidential'^ under this Order, including, but not 
limited to, my notes, summaries, or other written materials which I may have prepared based on 
the "Confidential" or "Highly Confidential" material that was provided to me. 

Dated: 



Signature 



Print Name 



Residence Address 



Business Address 



Employer and Title/Job Description 
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UNITED STA TES DISTRICT COURT 

FOR THE DISTRICT OF COL VMBIA 



CATHERINE GALJACQ, 

Plaintiff, 

V. 

ELECTRICITE DE FRANCE 
INTERNATIONAL NORTH AMERICA, INC., 

ELECTRICITE DE FR/\NCE, S.A., 

and 
CHRISTIANNADAL 

Defendants. 



Civil Action No. 05-0969 (JGP) 



ORDER 

The parties' [#211 Join* Motion for Protective Order, filed on December 6, 2005, 
establishes the terms under which they intend to be bound. Upon consideration of the [#21] Joint 
Motion, and for good cause shown, it is hereby 

ORDERED that the [#2I] Joint Motion for Protective Order shall be GR^VNTED. And 

it is further 

ORDERED that the Protective Order shall be effective as of the undersigned date of 
this Order. 



Date: December 14, 2005 



JOHN GARRETT PENN 
United States District Judge 
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UNITED STA TES DISTRICT COURT 

FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 



CATHERINE GAUJACQ, 

Plaintiff, 

V. 

ELECTRICITE DE FRANCE 
INTERNATIONAL NORTH AMERICA, INC., 

ELECTRICITE DE FRANCE, S.A., 

and 
CHRISTIAN NADAL 

Defendants. 



Civil Action No. 05-0969 (JGP) 



ORDER 

The parties' [#21 1 Joint Motion for Protective Order, filed on December 6, 2005, 
establishes the temis under which they intend to be bound. Upon consideration of the [#2 1 ] Joint 
Motion, and for good cause shown, it is hereby 

ORDERED that the [#21] Joint Motion for Protective Order shall be GRANTED. And 

it is further 

ORDERED that the Protective Order shall be effective as of the undersigned date of 
this Order. 



Date: December !4, 2005 



JOHN GARRETT PENN 
United States District Judge 



